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NEW BEDFORD — Several local state representatives want more time for the public to comment on a proposed
change to the cleanup plan for New Bedford Harbor, arguing the extension is needed to ensure residents are fully
informed about the proposal.

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency has proposed using a confined aquatic disposal, or CAD, cell for some of
the remaining contaminated sediment in the harbor, which would involve burying the sediment in the harbor instead of
disposing of it off-site.

"Given the significant difference, that this means the dredged PCBs will remain in the harbor — capped, but remain in
the harbor for the next several hundred years — | think it's worth a bit more opportunity for the public to weigh in," said
Rep. William Straus, D-Mattapoisett,

Straus, along with three of his colleagues — Reps. Antonio Cabral, Stephen Canessa and John Quinn — sent a letter
Thursday to the EPA requesting an extension of the 30-day public comment period on the agency's proposal.

According to Cabral, 30 days is a relatively short period of time for residents to be able to examine all of the relevant
information and then submit comments.

"This is an issue that's been ongoing for years, so if we ask for additional time for public comment, | think it's a
reasonable request,” he said.

Quinn said the purpose of the comment period is to educate people and make sure they understand the proposal;
extending the timeline will facilitate that process.

"It's a dramatic change from what the original plan was," he said. "The public should be entitled to more than 30 days
to comment on such a dramatic change."




In addition to extending the timeline, Straus said he would like to see the EPA hold additional public meetings on the

proposal.
"l really don't think there's been enough of an alert to the public that a change in the cleanup remedy means that
there's going to be a permanent change in what the harbor looks like and how it will be used in the future," he said.

A spokeswoman for the EPA could not be reached for comment Friday.
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